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Office Action Summarv 

Application No. 

10/677,514 

Applicant(s) 

MINKO, PETER 

Examiner 

Frederick J. Parker 

Art Unit 

1762 



The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address -• 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 05 July 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-5 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1^5 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 


1D 
2D 

3D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 


Attachment(s) 

1) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) EH Notice of Drafts person's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 


4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) d Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) □ Other: . 


U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 


Office Action Summary 


Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20050818 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 
Specification 

The amendments in response to the Objections to the Specification of the Previous Office 
Action are acknowledged and appreciated, and the Examiner withdraws the objections. 

Double Patenting 

The Terminal Disclaimed filed 7-5-05 is approved and the rejections under this heading are 
withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The amendments in response to the 35 USC 1 12 rejections of the Previous Office Action are 
acknowledged and appreciated, and the Examiner withdraws the rejections. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The rejections of the previous Office Action under this section are withdrawn and replaced by 

those which follow which conform with Applicants' interpretation of the Admitted Prior Art. 

1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

1. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the Admitted 
Prior Art (pages 1-2 Specification), hereafter APA, in view of Kazama et al US 5865380. 

APA teaches the application of multi-layer special effect coatings to vehicles and auto parts 
(which would have reasonably been called "industrially mass produced goods" per claim 2), 
comprising a first pass using an electrostatic rotary applied first color-effect basecoat 
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(encompassing aqueous-based coats) and a second pass using a pneumatic sprayer to apply a 
second special effect coat thereon, the latter sprayer being taught to have lower efficiency due to 
overspray (and hence greater waste clean-up and disposal). Substituting pneumatic with rotary 
spraying is not cited. 

Kazama et al teaches rotary atomizing electrostatic coating apparatuses, the third embodiment 
(col 11-12) comprising, as shown in fig. 8, a rotary shaft 1 on which is located spray head/ cup 2 
from which paint is discharged and atomized, and discharge electrode 18 having a series of 
protrusions as in fig. 8 which serves to increase electrostatic discharge current density and hence 
improve painting efficiency, the very detriment of pneumatic spraying taught by the APA and 
Applicants' arguments, page 8 of Remarks. Such an electrode band which surrounds the spray 
head 2 would reasonably be called an electrode "ring". It is apparent that the electrode 18 rotates 
along with spray head 2, about the same rotary shaft (common axis of rotation). It also teaches 
successful and more efficient paint deposition (clear coat being considered to be merely a 
colorless paint). Since the previous layers of the APA are electrostatically coated, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
method of the APA by incorporating the electrostatic rotary spraying of Kazama et al in place of 
the pneumatic spray step to provide the advantage of a coating method which is more efficient 
and cost-effective relative to the prior art method. 

While curing is not explicitly cited, it is the Examiner's position that curing to provide the 
liquid coatings with the cited utility is notoriously well-known and conventional in the art; if the 
Applicant disagrees with this assertion, he must so state with reasons on the record. 
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While rotating speed of the electrode band is not cited, it would have been apparent to the 
skilled artisan to optimize speed to the electrode to maximize the corona discharge current 
applied during the coating process to maximize coating efficiency. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants' comments and amendments have been fully considered. The Examiner has 
modified the previous rejection for clarity and to conform with Applicants' comments, hence 
response to those issues of pages 7- top 8 are moot. Regarding page 8, para.3, Applicants make 
arguments related to features of the method only in the specification but not having basis in the 
claims, specifically features of the atomizer bell and rotating ring, an the independency thereof. 
Although claims are read in light of the specification, this is different from reading limitations 
into a claim having no express basis in the claim in order to narrow the scope of that claim, In re 
Parter 162 USPQ 541. Hence these arguments are also not commensurate with the scope of the 
current claims and need not be further considered. Similar comments are germane to the last line 
of page 9, 1 st para. 

In accordance with USPTO guidelines, this rejection is non-final. 


Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frederick J. Parker whose telephone number is 571/ 272-1426. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur. 6: 15am -3:45pm, and alternate Fridays. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Timothy Meeks can be reached on 571/272-1423. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

C^Prim^tejcaminer 
Art Unit 1762 
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